WHAT THEN DO WE DEFEND?
(subject to being able to pay for them) in peace-time.
In war-time the doors may close. A nation then,
struggling, as it feels for its life, may find itself shut
off from foreign raw material. At such times it
wants to have such material within its borders.1
So long as nations put defence before peace, which
they all do, and defence is not co-operatively organ-
ised, the instinctive desire for territory, not as a means
of economic benefit, but as a source of political and
military power, will remain. It is one demonstration
the more of the truth that you cannot separate the
problem of economic organisation from the problem
of defence. The two are one.
And it is not merely a matter of 'raw' material but
of human material. Perhaps a third of the total
military force available for France is black. Britain
herself derived great power from her Indian and
colonial troops. (India alone contributed a million
and a quarter men to the British forces during the
Great War.) To make some millions of Abys-
sinian warriors subject to conscription by the
Italian state is an ambition that the master of Italy
has never troubled to disguise. It should be noted
that native levies from Eritrea and Somaliland played
a large part in the campaign against Abyssinia.
It will hardly have been lost upon Mussolini that, as
i But you get this curiously circular argument:
Why do you need to go to war?
To have raw materials within our borders.
Why do you need to have them within your borders?
In order that we may go to war*
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